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Kia Dawson
7014 Lanewoad Ave. #7
Los Angeles, CA 80028

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commissicn
445 12th Streef Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, ths
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ot
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kia Dawson
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Joseph Zefran

5413 N Sawver
Chicago, Ii 60625

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition %o the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Toseph JT. Zefran
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Michael J. Fowler

2728 M.Rohin Ln.
Mesa, AZ 85213

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition tao the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Laongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

Considering all of the high <rimes and misdemeanaors committed by the current
administration, the anly people who warrant constant survellience are
registered Republicans.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and espansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicaticns, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rogue government agents to access our personal communhications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion sf the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to heqring vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael J. Fowler
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Dorothy Lejchner
P.0. Box 886
0ld Tewn, Florida 32680

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingten, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring at)
new homes bhe built with a peephole for law enforcement to Teok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative pracess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very rea} potential for hackers and thieves or
even roaue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sart of backdaor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, T urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping. v

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Borothy Leichner
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Emily Chambers

3504 s S5th Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55408

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chatrman Poweltl:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition tc the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master Key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue covernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich appartunity for hackars.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugagestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Emily Chambers
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Thea Karwowski

260 Washington Ave H14
Broaoklyn, NY 11203

March 18, 2004

FCC Chaijrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Internet <ommunicatian services he
required to kave byilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. iongstanding Taws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephcne companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to losk thraugh.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 asgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that hy requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
gavernment 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to‘hearing yvour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Thea Karwowski
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Rebecca Danos

85 N Holliston Ave Apt 12
Pasadena, CA 31106

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powall
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Streest SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reqguest that a1l new Internet communication services be
required ta have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araound
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al}l
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to loak through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saurces like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
eyen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only <reated a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rebecca Danos
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Nathaniel Smith

84 Alford Rd.
Creat Barrington, MA& 01230

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
449 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not beliesve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI car collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I undercstand that by requiring a master key to our persocnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential fcor hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our npew Internst communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nathaniel Smith
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Maoma Foreman

963 East Lois Lane
Phoenix, AZ 8502C

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 205594

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my cppositian to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have huilt—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryvice Preoviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The fBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government savesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between scurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggrescive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue gevernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Maocma Foreman
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Benjamin Hall

333 North 8rooks St.
Owosso, MI 48867

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Gepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryvice Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is coing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually buiid its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfaorcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for haow
the FBI car ccllect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading cf the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunications. Past
effarts to provide this sart af backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity fer hackers.

Once again, I urge vyou to oppese the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Benijamin Hatll
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Rosemary Harrell

F.0. Box 545
Ellensburg, WA 98926

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet cammunication ssrvices be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to c<onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government savesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue qovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
effnrts to provide this sort of backdonr access have not heen successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge yuu'tu pppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Harrell
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Ryan Leavengood

3917 Coelebs fAve
Boynton Beach, FL 33436

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20534

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allew
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropning. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
hew homes be built with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once agajn, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestijon of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ryan ieavengoocd
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Harley Sachs

113 W. Houghtaon Ave
Houghton, MI 49931

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the squivalent of the gsvernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement te look through.

You might ask the purpose of this access. If it 15 to detect, apprehend, and
incarcerate people involved in criminal activity, the risks are the steps that
follew. The current Echelon scresning program of all telecommunications for key
words such as "homb" etc¢. using the Canadian "Dictionary” program plus this
additional power, will greatly increase the number of people who are "against
the government."” In Ashcroft’s mind, that is everyone cpposed to George Bush
and his war plans. The detention without trial or legal representation of
peaple perceived to be POTENTIAL threats to national security. will greatly
overload our already <rammed penal system. Jails and prisons in Michigan are
already the larget Jine item in the state budget. The building of concentration
camps may he more efficient and cheaper for the detention of all those who are
"against the government.” The Chinese solution is re—education, as in
brainwashing. The German solution was mass executions. Ashcroft’s insidious,
paranoicd plan will enable mare fascism than we already experience here in the
United States. It’s the proverbial camel’s nose in the tent. Kill the camel.
Oppose this bill.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
woluld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Gr
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdeor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward tec hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Harley L. Sachs
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Walter Lansherry

RR 4 Box 133
Philipsburg, PA 16866

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Ccmmission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding JTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information hetween sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government aagents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you ta oppose the dangercus suyggestion of the DBepartment of
Justice that our new Internet commurication technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Walter L. Lansberry Jr.
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Frank Garey

11076 Mulgrave Rd.
San Diegao, ca 92131

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammissian
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, B0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet caommunication ssrvices he
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond thase existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arocund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up bhoundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rocgue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugeestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lToak forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Frank CGarey
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Llaura Leipzig

1911 Sacramento St.
Berkeley, CA 384702

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commissian
445 12th Streest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdraopping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Tlaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government js c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications., Past
efforts to provide this sart of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Ohce again, I urge vou to appose the dangerous suggestian of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Laura Leipzig
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R D Bartlow

98950 Zelzah Avenue #10E
Northridge, CA. 91325

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane campanies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to Tnok thraugh.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for heow
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone <ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers ancd thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you %o oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I look forward toc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

R D Bartlow
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Caralyn Bowden

2019 Manning St.
Burbank, Ca 91505

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawel]l
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTock through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can cellect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Carolyn Bowden
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Madeleine Turner

2039 Grahn Dr.
Santa Rosa, (A 35404

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communijcation seryijces be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phene companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly c¢reated a rich appartunity far hackers.

Once again, I urde you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communicatian technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I 1g0k forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Madeleine Turner



Tue 23 Mar 2004 09:01:03 PM EST F. 5
Edward Moss

3366 W. 33rd Ave.
Denver, Colorado 80211

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my ocppositiocn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Intarnet teiephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powetrs by trying to force the industry to actuslly build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government recuiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatian hetween sources }iks phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-maii. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persomal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EBYENn rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I look forward ta hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Edward H. Moss
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Barbara Berry

52 Holiy Circle
Iva, S5.C. 28655

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

45 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gevernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our perssonhal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves cr
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity far hackers.

Ornce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suagestion of the bDepartment of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara Berry
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Robert Hensan

428 Lafayette
Genver, CC 80218

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can <ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real paotential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to proyide this sart af backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

T took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert E. Henson
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Serena Denning

15248 W. Fillmore St.
Goodyear, Arizona 85338

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
regquired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding lTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Interret telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyeond these existing
pawers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the covernment requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for lTaw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
fongress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have naot heen successful and
ehly created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I leok forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

Serena Denning
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Shelley Aronoff

5021 Mt.Royal Dr.
Los Angeles, CA 9004

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Interret Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is goine far beyond thase existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful batance.

I understand that by requiring a master key ta our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effoerts to provide this sort of hackdocr access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Shelley Aronaoff
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hris Barlo

1813 Pine Terrace
S. Belmar, nj 07719

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concernecd individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies tao allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government savesdropping. It is the squivalent of the gaovernment requiring all
new homes be bhuiit with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive delibersations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e~mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
BYEn rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppoartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Chris Barlo (Your Constituent)



